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negation of the unity of pure self-consciousness, but
its contrary, not merely other than it, but its other.
The pure inwardness of the *mind is the opposite
counterpart of the self-externality of things in
space; as also its constant return upon itself is the
opposite counterpart of the continual passing away
of things in time. And if we apply the Aristotelian
principle that the knowledge of opposites is one,
we must admit that thought transcends this difference
of itself and its object, and that for it the ultimate
reality must be found in the unity of its terms.
Unfortunately Aristotle seems to deny that tfeis
principle holds good for the pure or absolute in-
telligence,1 and to assert not that that intelligence
transcends all opposition, but that for it the
opposition does not exist at all.

I may put this in a still clearer way by connecting
it with another aspect of the doctrine of Aristotle to
which I have referred above. Aristotle declares that
the only practical activity which we can ascribe to a
rational being is the activity produced by the love of
a good which is the object of his thought But he is
embarrassed by the difficulty that the divine intel-
ligence can find no such good in anything but itself:
and in this sense he seems to agree with the saying of
Spinoza, that " he who loves God cannot desire that
God should love him in return/' He, therefore,

1 See Vol. I, p. 344.